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Iſchiſm; eee, 
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2 NE ted warncd WO 
4 Jef rejetting thoſe Mini ſtert, as fe 
1 dean Amtichriſtian, who yet albert M 

ce that Ordi nat un, being mw!) of thi, 
te eminently gifred of God, Cc. and þ 
mitten io by the people, Cc. This i 
far from juſtifying our Ordination, 
out being Miniſters by vertue there 
that ĩt doth the clean conttary: It ti 
us onely, That chongh indeed out 
dinatiom do not make us Miniſters, 
we are not by our Ordination ſo ix 
pabitatad, but that, notwithſtanding 
we may by ſome what elſe be made 
niſters 3-vi. our gifts, and the peoſ 

Submiſſion; And if (when he ſaics, 

does not renounce his own Ordinat 

his meaning be this, that he doth f 

deny, but that he was ordained, and 
1 ho that notwithſtanding his Ordin 
din, he may (upon ſome other 

-  -*<> Count) be a Minter, wewiſh he won 
0 have ſpokeri out, and ler others jud 
1 5 bs whether this be a renouncing f 
1 Ordination or not. | 
4 7.24. But the reverend Doctor ſeems to; 
=. 21%. it is according to the , 
1 * of Chrift , that he who js to be ordai 
eo eſſee in any Church, receive in 
ds fromehe Elders of ! 

n te Chs 


A 


% | — 
? - 
\ bh, : = 


* 5 — — 
Church, if any there; aud thu 


_ "> 


be den | ſucceſſion', that 
"Chu: petuated. Mark, 
1 e 0 s from the Elders of 
1 1 U ch, not by a Preſtytery for- 
"> igve to that Church; If there i any 
Weez Bat if none thete, he tells us not, 
ute s to be done then. Beſides, he 
* aks- onely of impoſirion of hands, 
ch be blamed orhers for) as if that 
Nee all of Ordination, when as he told 
6 „ The Scripture compriſeth in it, the 
of whole authoritat : ve tranſl ation of a man 
T ine an Officer, differing 5 the other 
1 hole and part. And that ſucreſſim 
of, ceaſes, when there ate no 
F ok in that Church, or a new Church 
1 * be erected; then it muſt fall upon 
doo; e, or I know not whom. But 
comes this change, and how long? 
i not the reverend Doctor, that 
ſome young men came to adviſe 
| a him, abort theit Ordination, diſ- 
ed them from it? Was it not he 
I ſaid, that he would maintain againſt 
ine Miniſters of England ; there was 
eaipture no ſuch thing as Ordiuati- 
Wa it not he, that when it was ob- 
ed to im, defiring to be a Parlia - 
nt - Man, that he * ncapabli of oy 
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34 ndependenc) further proved, 
Zs being aMiniſter, would nor anſwer, HN 
3 was, ot was not a Miuiſterp this was v 
popall, at Oxford. And was not this ton Eck 
nounce his Ordination? What then is 
that he doth oppoſe? The denying( 
ſuppoſe it ſhould be the deriving) ut 
* this ſucceſſive Ord natiom, through i 
<« a«tbority of Antichriſt. This falle 
does not become the reverend Doo 
leatning, it is fa/latia compo ſitionit. WN 
derive out O/ dination, not from An 
ehriſt; but from ſuch as were crucl#*x 
preſbyters, ſucceſſeve y ordained, rhoudlſ® 
wich ſome corruptions : This he u 
told again and again, was the anſwer d 
all out beit Divines, but he takesr 
notice of it: Vea, Luther, and out f 
Refonmms, had no other Ordination by 
3 ſuch; will he look on them as no M 
= .. mſters'of Chriſt 2 Hear what he ſaies d 
Þ 1 Before: the. bleſſed Reformation beg 
. Land carrird an by Zuinglius, Luthe 
=, Rc there were , and bad been , 
br © farerof mem in the world, prof-(1ins Hd 
name of Chriſt and rhe Goſpell, as 101. 
** onward profefſom thereof; the one 
© glaryy ce. the onher por, Cc. Conti 
| _ df nam w ch2reverend Docs 
da doracknondedgę the Church of Ro 


>. . to bea Church, 
2.9 _ 4 profes fingrhe name * 

3 + Chri 
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200 Na to the outward 
of 


er, 

eien of it? deny 
* * N Meas, And 
i of What Church Luther and Zuin- 
„ere, before the Refot mat iop? 
) uber” of Rowe or none; a euFapt 
un, but yet a Church. But he adds; 
UI 4s to the clamef s ſucceſſive Ordina- 


ton down from the Apoſtles , 1 made * 

Min af frm, 1 could. not underſtand 

in the validity of it, as ſucces five, whieh 

ue war derived to ns, from, and by, the firſt 

ee of men in the world. I hope, if any 

Cbacch can prove a ſucceſſtve Or dinde 

rom the Apoſtles, it would be no 

acer, but an honexr to it; as the 

ib Church, I ſuppoſe, does plead, 

"= nct from Rome. And if it was our 
Mappineſſe,to have our ſucceſhve. Or- 

" $anitionchrough fosler hands, (if at leaſt I 

r Tuler then. ſome 55 the __ Lond. "0 

ches) yet truely Miniſters, {hall that in- 
ere our Ordination > Mutt we be ; 

changed, to derive out Ordination from“ ꝙ be : 

: Anichr:0 | as Antichriſt, or from the -—ap 357 1 

%, 25 the Ra, becauſe we had,,, l. 
om ſome that were members, ot of. iii 

e confaſſed) Church ꝰ 
That was it chat warmed -my * zeal ſo of ſebifm. | 

Jauch, as totell the reverend Doctor, n, 
9 8 : D 2 that „ 34 
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: [udeper.dency further proved, 
| - tharhecaſt n in the face of out Mis 
niſtry,androbe ready to ſay, The | 
rebuke thee. Dare he appeal the Searchrift 
of all hearts, he had no deſigne in il 
this, to caſt dirt on any godly Alia 
in En gland, when as this is the fi/th tu. 
is daily caſt upon us, by his friends, ti 
Broms ſts, Anabapiiſts , and ſome Indie 
pendents; not yet gone ſo far as others 
Bartlet, in Our Amic hriſti an Miniſtry? He call'd fot 
1 bis Model, ſtisfaRtion, for ſuppoſed wrongs ; but 
3 What ſacirfaftjon will he give, to alltht 
Miniſters of En gland, and other Nai 
on, for thus rev lein of them, to ſij 
hey derived their —— Odin ti 
* through the ambhoricy of Amtichri q 
But ( faies che reverend Door 
** Might not anot her anſwer have been rr. 
ve turned, without that wrath> This ſh, 
"or it is not ſo, in reference tothis Nat 
en: Ii be not ſo, and they plead i 
their ſucceſſrve Ordination from Rome 
| ve there 15 an end of this difference. This! 
© A pleaſmy ntiz# to the reverend Doo! 
kot he uſes it twice more, once page 28 
E - and again, page g. But 1. Might nd 
n. fy the rey2tend Doctor have given a vette 
N en, the caſe , as all our Divine 
Promi, iner o have done > Our ſucceſſive O. 
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: Woe — from Rome, 
Yard! — being but 
he: Lereſie e Mut he 
rds tale the wor ſer part of the diſlin- 

y and caſt dirt on our Miniſtry; be- 
of wif / andaltour Seftarian ene- 
215 was not that my anſwer, to 
_ N „ but ſtill 
eig rovo e For fall language; 
wud Brag — 
ne us on both ſides” ; it be mor ſo, 
dps: an end of this difference, we 'are 
' wholly: agreed ; and mbar need i rho ſe ex» 
Ae? pag. 28. That is, if we 
onot our Ordination from Rome; 
Nabare no other to plead) we have 
l, — ſo no Min ſters, no Char- 
we, If it be ſo, that we ſay, 
hae _ daddy from Rome, chen 
Nt concludes us TITS 
Jour C ion through the auth 
= To prevent both theſe, Fa 
nſhed/ as afore : We have cit not 
from: Reme as Antichriſian , but from 
Ificers of that — chough much 
va * | agreed;when 
derives our pe rn A 
| and the Beaſt, an Felt tr 

ins chat Church which he re 

1 R > Topic 
Y „ 


Ene farther proved, © 
from Rome, and he ſayes ſo too, andi 
the yulgar muſt believe, we are agrer 
Doleſins verſatur in uni ver ſalibu 
bares Diſtinctions 2s evill doem doth 


not this be 
eng Foun dard © of out Min 
as well as for our Brin? He axe 
me (as afore)* < lf tbe ſo, andbe fo 
© knowledged, whence is that provocatni 
ce hat aroſe from vn, Enquiry afterii 
which may receive the ſame anſwer 
afore: The provocation aroſe from cha 
us to receive both, from the 4 
of Amichriſt, Aud L asked tin 8 
Whence he derived: his one Baptiſm! 
To which he gives no ſatisfactoty u 
e ts me 2 N 
{judge ” d v 
tt te deal a nat on ba. 
* fomndation, Upon what then ? Might 
not the men thit received their Bui 
nl that ſucciſ 
„ receive alſo t to 
e far j . — 
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Pan het lien mortar 

— nee the 133 of his you 
enmity 

Dn leſſe — 

5 5 Lord, n or over his 

the Scene, and let 


N — whar he believes concern- 
perſecuting Ma- 


1 — | 
nher over their > . and 
wobes ? Parcinsiſta : If he ſay, its o- 
e with AMinifters , I put him the 
leof the [dolatrouw perſecuring high 


omen Wero thay hey pre- 

TT upon thoſe miſcar- 

? nay, muſt not meorichrif fre in the 

— — Theſ. 1 that — 

u Mg 

Ori — 9 

72 n thereof ; as he told us, p. 24+ 

Ine Revere 4 Doctor harh endeavour- 

dude chat text, (of Schiſm p. 154.) 

"a glofſe or bcoprecarion of St. 

de. civ Dei. J. 10. c. 59- That 

e re, «A 

meg up apaieft the Temple God, 
* ane, Efins in 

2 Conrent it ſhould — taken loco. 
apreſent ſhift , whiehis by Papi 


1 
1 4 


”  Tndependentyfurther proved, 
 whograntic: meant of the Church ;thalfflyl w 
_ chrift muit fir in the Church, 5 
by moſt, if not all our Divines, lo u un- Ir of 
derſtood in the cont roverſie of A 
Chrift, He muſt not be looked wub. Nreb 
count the Church, but within the beſen n 
*© of the C hurchyBez.a in locum. Vea if the 
Reverend Doctor had conſulted thelſfya 
text; he had found Arnſtns gloſſe theme 
more improbable if not impoſſible 3 (oi 
the words ate thus inthe Greek, dn 
«vt ig Tov vow TS Ge 5 de nodion hea 
would this be a genuine ſenſe ; * Spe 
$ he a God, [ers up himſelfe againſt thy a 
c Tem 1 of Gd ? Beſides that thiiffihe: 
would be a kind of Tautology, harig 
before called him 8 c fading, E, U nega- 0 
en U Agyduevoy beov & C. Add. 
did he not tell us, that ſuch Churches 
22 may for ought he knowes, be iu. 
haly. p. 97 Laſtly, Said he not alſo 
& Grant he u ſually received (enſe, it im 
porte no more, but that the man of ſinn; 
2 up his power 4 * 4 God, in the 
a f them s'wha 7 617 OHEWAT. 
Tea: | Hung rig ht to be called 
his T; — Church: for ae 
chat male an outward. viſible 
— of e and. the Goſpell : 


l 4 


uv 


tobe's Schein.. 


chase wicked. Did not Satan dwell and 
oddhisrhronetn a Church, Rev. 2. 13. 
un aof Henan? But enough of that. 
n In Had; be and his parry would not 
a0 Ne been pleaſed with Ordination from 
(oe Irie, We — from 2 
dhe akes me er s pr who tol 
ll Cakes , 44 vy AS y by what 
the meanes have I oppoſed it ? I acknowledge 
form ſelfe of us party. I have told him 
no, when and wherein and by what 
a ,Fheanes he harh oppoſed it; if he pleaſe 
e ploak back. 1 onely add, he oppoſed it, 
h yaligning /-poſirion of hands onely to 
nude Kdert of a particular Church; and 
. 3 to gather an Independent 
„ burch, as L have been credibly inform- 
What need his charge of . Tranſpor- 
enen and reflections upon him , and J 
"that wit hout due obſervation of truth Me tf: 2 
"© love, But, its wotſe, that he charges 
be withan untruth, Arif I acknow- 
"aged thoſe fir ſt Reformers had their 
Tanation from the people; when as 1 
mak the direct contrary, The firſt Re + 
mers, Luther &c. had not their ordi- 
e paion from the people, bur-from Rome, 
uns. er Alibi. 1 onely  excepred 
lode Extraordinary eaſie, where no 


Hunters were to be had for Ordination, 
N and 


Y " 
< \ . 1 S 


 Independenty farther proved, 
and char onely for the firſt ture. 
But he is as much diſpleaſed for n 
affirming, that he harh rewounced! 
owne Ordination. He askes “ h 
* bim thee things > I am now nece/ 
to tell him, that allt he ſe things ave fall 
« and utter y i in part and in whole u. 
* and hei not able to prove one of then 
My reaſons, or rather £»:idewces of chiffon 
Charge ol renonncins his ordination we 
rheſe, 1. The world looks at him, as 
Independent of rhe higheſt note; and 
knewitis their ju ogment, that out i 
nation's Antichriſtias; and if ſo, its tu 
for him to rename it. 2. Iknow, fie 
hand, that ſome of the Brett 
renouncedrheir ordination; (014 
— fo They all renoumce d their or din 
c ionin En land, and ordained one aft | 
© her in 4, when Mr. Ward 
1c choſen paſtor, and — Bridges Teach 
«© x* Roterdum . I, Mr., Bridges 
&« dained Mr. Ward, and then immeie 
< ately M.. — aint or dained Mi i 
= ov Aint Thus one and waſhes an * 
and T t ceaſonabl think; the Þ 
of had al 5 renounced his 
I had divers times heard; that Mp 
| 4 waded our . 


it not probabie 
f 
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ld dill reis it. 4. I concladed » 
repeal principles in his book of 
IT. 
Dn Ante an as 

zand chat thoſe That inſiſt upon 
, mould (if be uiſtab not) keep 

— aveld whatGod would have 
ame, p. 198. of Schiſm . And 

be keep it up in himſelſe? IfI 

x ſo perſwaded: I ſhould renownae 

| to night, before to mor- 

25 this be not ſafſcient, lethim re- 
rat he ſaid in the preſence of 

1 Ie moſt of hi owne Canons, at a pub- 

ting, ſpeaking of his Or dieatios 

| nihop of Qxferd, in that place; 
Eee, it no eilen that crum 

bis trencher or neere it, which he 

ped away. It may be, his Canons will 

rm This to meſrhough to ſome 

they have, ) but I ſhall put ic up- 

this Iſſne; that ifrhey will give it un- 
Ttne r + that 1 never heard 


o . 


Independlency further proved, 0 
he contradicts or condemnes himſel; 
reſerving an Ordination; which be 
counts Autic hriſt lan. And then, 
meanes thoſe” cutcryes, 1 wa 

be yer ſo dealt withall, by any mar 

be what party ſoever : Does this dealing 

vc come 4 Mimſter of the goſpells &c. 
whether thoſe” Recharges upon me 
30. be not utterly antrue, and ul 
coming his Reverence and piety, Ile 
to all indifferent Readers to judge, 
What hath been the Language ande 
riage of my former diſcourſe ; and u 
hath here been returned. This Chap, 
being a Recapiiulation of my whole bo 


from one end to another, hath held: ; | 
very long: I ſhalſ promiſe to be ſhonla} 
in thoſe that follow, | 


f 


U 


In anſwer tomy Appendix. 
T His Chapteris a meere Ugte oy 10: | 


1 es, if not in chat the firit is la 
yet in that 


— — — 1d not 

1 A iz or will ILconjecture at 

[pf 8 vindicat ion of his 
ation, as he calls it. Had not his 

0 rbopk.of Schi ſan tecanted, if] may 
4 K tomrraditted: his former judg- 
had not medled wich it; I can 

nel) profeſſe, my intent ion Was 
his 725 or to cauſe 


. o whom. 1 5 and 
a ranger, not having, above 
Ee as ſeen his fa = but to 
the prevalency of his Way, by 
Aunber ty of his perlonʒ to the draw- 
off of ſame well meaning people, Roin.16.8. 
your ealily deeeived b fat words, 
Ute Er 72 I though 
ride bare done, by — 
Abe no and Ircon ſtanc y of 
ahnt endeavour. their ſeduce- 
nt. i. The Apo/tle: Jude deſcribes Sedu- 
» by ſuch. a Character ; they are 
0 wins Scars as | in places, ſo in judg- 
ken em wichthemſelves, and 
ArMne opinions. Bur if he marke 
i ri. in my precedent Cha Nn. 
(with ſiccle acreſſe I con- 
4285 boſe perſons, the errouri 
way, before I diſcnvercd the in- 


of cheperſon; and Jicniſſrg 


al 
un 


= 


r Cher x 
44" = %s * * 


46 Indepenueney farther proud, 
of his former and preſent thougiis:¶ 4 
fure we may have reaſon to hi 
their judgment , who are ſo cha} a 
in their opinions; having inſtances 
nough of men, that have 7 from in 

et to mother, till they have loſtthe 
ſelves, and all Align. But to ie 
to the buſineſſe in band, the tere 
Doctor, after the propoſit ion of of 
waies of een ſing himſelf, for his iu 
Fancy, at length confeſſes the falt, 
the ground and means of that alterai 
of his judgment. | 
I. The ground was this, the ſw 
＋. of his formerprinciples ts the 
dependent way; for ſo he ſaies: 
60 reviewof hat I had then __ ( 
i his former Freatiſe) I fownd , chaff 
inciples were far more woe to 
rm er Ang hors 25 of tht 
1 e men, than thoſe of the 
<'byterians.” This was the we 
e, that I conjectutedꝭ at 
ſaid, « Perhaps theſe princ ples of we th 
de laid, might miſleadorhers and 2 | 
— "Secpax ae re principles wa 
that gifts 7 ſe of the peo 
were. ſuffici in ſc ome call, ſes, to Mai 


Her the e not havingd 
between a Preacher in al 


o, 

cs and in a ſtricter ſenſe, cher! is, be- 
a ructer (common to men 
— and a preacher in Office 
uliarrofome. Fo negle& of which 
"how eaſie was it for men 
the ppoſins g rhe caſe to be now ex17 407s 
n . — on Ok all Ct 

a elves (as rheyeafil 
e gifted. and a 22400 

| '% — novelties, willing 
beta ſach teachers, ro — 
boy them the Off: er of Preachers? 
I is ſo viß bi the Doctrine and Prac- 


rof all the Sects, that he that runns 
yreadie. But rhe Reverend Doctor 


1d 
1 there laic down other Preſbycerian 
6 4* es, Which are irreconcilable 

few compregationall way as ſhal 


od 1 eue of his converſion was 


9: Undertaking co read the Books © 


i on both fides (the congre- 
oval and the Presbyterian way) 
off one e rake under peculiar 
nation ; which ſeemed moſt me- 
thedicall, ad ſtrongl y fo maintain that 
ich was 'tontrary to his preſent per- 
tn : that was Mr, Corrons Book of 
Keyes z intending the confuration o 
ke But contrary to +. bis mw Wr | 


if 


1 7 
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ehe was. prevailed on, to receive thu iS 
1. thoſe Principles, which he thought 
« b.wſelf in an oppoſition unto, And tit! 
222 it — Aron 
dert ake comyroverſies, being before 
judicedwith the principles Schu PP 
as the Reverend Doctor profeſſes he wii 
But had be obſerved his own rule 
Exanmmng impertially ' all thing, h e 
Herd, comparing canſet with ca 
c. lain afide all prejudicare rea 
« xnto perſons or preſent traditions, uf" 
conſidered. the books written agi 
that very Treatiſe, and no more ; WO 
might perhaps have been confirmed" 
bis Preſby-erian way, as many leart 
and | pious, men have been. Where 


now there is little hope of recoverinfſÞ® 
im back to his firſt Principles, ſot 
Fells me,“ That being by that mean: (ff 
/ 844 the Trach, hes ready to main! 


* 
* * 


| * tome and others, and finds ca 
. Feen it, in the day of the Lord ji 
10 allonly requeſt him, that he won 
amal conſider, what bach ben 
l unlt rhe Treatiſe of his Covi 
verſion, tore he enter into 1 
chase vichme ot others, or publil 
the aol the Authors, which | 

8 raty'd me with, in hisE Yi le: which il 


150 s former —— 
ee ee without any 


dice to his reputat ion; by 
t himſelf*to be of neirher;of 


" + his anſwer to my 
a 4 ix, 1 ſhall defire leave to pre- 
chat my ſcope was nor ** 10 help on 
44th the proofy, that Independency is 4 


mar $chiſm,zs he pretends p.32. Not 
tt0'cavſe bis perſon to ſuffer, as I ſaid 


gute; nor yet to confute that treatiſe 
; W% (though by rhe by, I might diſco · 
- . « ro prove 
incun ſtancy and incom ſiſten. 
OP —— — yet undertakes 
ve — ſertle them in, the 
8 1 way: And I moft- of all 
4 er, chat he ſhould ſo confidently 
2 . _ he ene 

cc am punct u ally oft 
; _ | Jemen fol, whenas he cleerly *. 
Meſles bis change in one particular, 
$44-andthat amareriall one; And for 
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ſelf, by Romans ſo charged) upon 
nem notion of (chiſm ? 1e ſob 
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ſter huc now tenetur; and rather ren oi 
him, then aſſert ſo much of out N 
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ſaid above? Do not his own princ 
contraditt his preſent conceſſins > Ar 
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TA it viclares- and rends the Anion of 6 


Chy 5 S Chriſt. 3. ny 
get ick I notion ot it, ID 
ACC o ans , that rherent | 
pm in rhe Church > Th. 
axation from the (hug 
7715 neu mbent on in 
5 which yet 
. Tack J lac 
in Church a ſc N 
he muſt awer, Becauſe 
' rt of Chricts oppo ic 


NG, ee 


nor at wre of Chriſt, charl 
Tat mens 


times enn, f | ＋ 


me F Yn DE 28 to 
Or 1.4) ſame nmericall 
ey E en 2 it 
1 at union cauſe 
AED 2 ſchiſm. "Is not this a 


e vitilit g gion af - 


Job, 21 9. for a blasse all 
© Ohwich ; Fier went 


fa ge” He ventutes to 
LS f nd. it of 2 10 
© 3+, # — 


1 1 5 Cee 
5 thoſe that index. e : 
Jet were pot 
I briſt , 

a, ming eſe Wh Wat ut Icontend 

1 ; ole hat of the three 

PN Fm 2 Oh p "for blameable 


e 
nene © 
1 17 th, 2 ale ＋ 


haſt ſows a 1 75 i tele 
1 0 


9 
. 
* 


Mc Jon Yi ” which he pleaſes b 


n+ 


WM; ws,” har he (not conſulci 
| H 3 Errata s) 


193.  Independeneyfurtber provel, © 
= 9 e include. I 
them included the narure | 
” 2 leaſt, as precedaxeonc toth 
ep Upon which mg 
ts Tanga! and adds; 
*. 1. "of the matter is , ee bm & by 
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kerhe #ziox of our Churches; and in 
diet 5 (if he will, as hedorh ,-acs 
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6 by breach „ upon zn union of 
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14 e (as he hath ), deale mote 
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1 may not multiply or con 
nue comrover ſies e verla ingly 
the revetend Doctor cauſleſſely ch: 
me) though there beſome thi E 
not ſo accurately deli 
t juſt accept ions might. be 
againſt them; yet I (hall forbearton 
tate them; and proceed to the ne 
nd thereit, becauſe the main ſu 
%iall yoints' Sfour difference are are g 
and many things repeateags 
which have been beten, ſhallot 
voip wres ; ot anima 1 
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pell, and p ur 
and yet be Os odox to the reſt, W 7 
no apoſtace, And in all cheſe caſes of 
ference , with the Catholick vi 
Church, there may be 4 ſchiſm , i" 
breach of wniang and no a,. To 
9 then, Lay; 1.1 prants 1 
Catholich bf ible Church, is acc 
lection of Fog ' profeſſing  Chriftia 
2. To be of ſuch, as profeſs rhe dor, 
of the Goſpel!, and ſubettiun to Tell! 
Chriſt. . Bur I de not ſay, that ea 
error in docttine, ot d ſobedience to ſongf® 
command of Chrif „is #poſtacy, ot 
hecallsit)<4d<@olurion (: rotall) of tha 
* union}, arto the intereſt of any mem 
0 Me, "fo rhe boch Fhave, and af 
ee e 
e hoſe Churches,” which are ca. 
dee and ſHafl be able to; 

nd m charge. 5. 1 do prove , ta 
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e Gaſpelb, which all Chriſtians are 

deg, is the joynrexerciſe of the 

efperifical! Ordinances; to ſabjection 
ofd . ipline ; and, where it is 
id 1 * EXEerc! of rhe ſame nt- 
„ ie ip, which himſelf granted, 
To ebiſm, 5. 205. . 7. and again here, 
tog. Whey he ſales, to my words 
aC die 1% AH this was exyreſſely affirmed 
2 27 before 5 it ts all * virtually contai- * If eve 
W offs ww their: profeſſion, ſo far as the things 1? be 
Je e revealed in the Goſpell. Whereupon ;,, ud | 
ene rred, chat t he denyall of the wem be N 
on olf the Cabolict Chareh, to joyne on, to tbeſe 
(ache ſame awmericall Ordinances, was 2 1 
th 1 hof that union, and ſo a rd 4 
not auc y. What excepts 


to his conſent # - 


the ſame numeric all Ordinances , | gun 
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chat Church, nor ſhall, till this reverend 
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110 Independency further proved, [ab 
are formallymembers,and obliged ie te 
unto, he granted before what nuw bebt 
nies, pagt. 20 5. ſ. J. of Schiſm, Andy ore, 
— [concerning _— min Wi. he 
rticular-congregations by Jeſus Chi n 
gave him 5p — t — drmm W 
page. 13 1. vis i the ſame which he gu ito! 
ted; Ey Chriſtian i bound tobe fc 
it ſeme parricnlar Cos g re gatiom ut of ti o 
*© or that t this is only of In ſtitution; t us 
72 11 * reftis prudentialli to wich the Revere 
Doctor ſaid nothing in its place; Ml 
mim now feriew it. e .. 
page. 111, He ſayes, A for tboſu g bei 
SY x ns Y AS 19. e heard, whether vile 
Fam an Holy Ghoſt or no ; iti yi", 
le they were iqnorant of the mirace- 
be diepenſarions of the Hel Gbef (ky 
Pn: Un * rather than of the perſon of the H 
* Ghost. 1 ſhall onely returne, That ; 
. whatever the marter is, I find him not ſo 
cantioun im all his Books; its probabl, 
rather than. &c. For the words are mort 
plain and full, than to be fo eluded; for 
they were baprized in Johns bapriſm on. 
ly;who' did nor Baprize into the name 
of che Holy Ghoſt for ovghr appeares * 


and ſo they might not have heard at all 
of the ho * l 
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what he ayes, of the ſub jects of 
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Por wicked men may be;He askes; 
indeed rhoſe per ſons any + than 


, Oman, Arto OE priviledges? 
1 2 their | Bapriſes availethem ? is it met 
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"Wer Chil; bs ts Church 12 
7 ” es > Al 6g — 
vered by me, p. 95. 96. of which 
12 tevetend octor rakes no — : 
15 t tepeates "Dub 19 5 5 5 
1 Doth the poſt ary where what uſe i 
ye ſons PLIES > God forbid there 7 = 
1 * theſe things ſo to be. communice— - 
12 has the Text by me produced porf mie | 
Filly calls ſuch, brethten :? 1 Cor. 5.4, 4 
2 Ia anythat is called 4 brother, be à gers of the 
frnicarer, &c. If chat may be eluded church, & 
other cannot: 2 Theſ. 13. 17. 22 
Count him not Ad an enemy, bunt admoniſh do mm — 
lum at @ brother. I expect that he an-, I ſaid, 


er my arguments. Page. page. 36. 


112  Indepetidencyfurtber proved, 

P. 119+ He fayes, 1 ami nüt 

e trouble that I cannot under ſtand, . 
'©« be mednes,b pacing my words ſo, [1 
«intimate, that I ſay, not onely tha) 
c Church of Rome is no particular Cin n 
*« but al ſo, that it is us Church at all by 
thong h it mig hi in his judomen II 
de mine, be any Church, if it be uta 
te xienlar Chxrch : Sutely the Revenf" 
Doctor cannot bur underſtand thed 
ference between ſaying, Rome is nj 
ticular Church, — no Church tc 
The miſt is of his owne making; | 
will not diſtinguiſh of the word eig 
lar Church ; which may be taken eich 


3 for a nat gnall of patriarchal Church 
1 Himſelf it was page. 121 of Schr "gw ( 


. a particular Con gregation, which is th 
* ordinary notion. Now though ROM 
may de ſaid to be no particle Churt 
e acengregation; yer it maybe(andisV 
ome) l othets )raken for a Pariarchal particu 
lat Church: which is much moret 
0 ſay, it is no Church at all: But i 
ſayes, Iaffitme the ſame that he does if 
my page. 11 3. ben I ſay*rhe Hier 
. 1, <call Papall Church, it not 4 Church 
brit inftirutions, I meant (28 lei 
Plain my ſelfelſewhere, that the P 


os lea Schiſm, 
7 N Church, and the Church of 
WOME are two diftin@things, differing 
tk Leprofie and the hand;yer Ldo not 
che hand is no hand, becauſe of that 
* f ; as he ſayes, ROME is no 
eh, becauſe its Papall, &c. 

Pare. 120. Do Iundertabę the cauſe 
the Donatiſts ? do I labour toexempt 
from Schiſm > are theſe the wayes 
eie, love, and truth, he wall er in 3 
appeal all Readers, whether he did not 
ur to exempt the Donatiſts, from 
ain, 5. 164. though he condemned 
| their practiſer as other crimes ? And 
ſo Ae he nor undertake ro exempt ſome 

gers from Schi ſin, (he knowes whom 
i ſuffer with them, in former and af 
ger, under the ſame imputation 
a yas it not upon his own new no- 
on; becauſe Schiſm is only a diuiſſon 
ot from, a particular Church? Yea 
it not Sch ſmaticall for them, to 
n Cecil anus out of the Church, re» 
| Founcing/ communion with him, and 
Church of Carthage alſo 2 ibid. v.17. 
. The World hath hitherto judged it 
H; and the Reverend Doctor is now 
ne off to that opinion, when he ſayes 


oe labor to exempt them from Sc hiſin 
I which 
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. 114 1 ndependenc) further proved, 
Which (the Rhgcoricall Interropari 


afficmative, being reſolved ) is n 
Ido. not labour to exempt them ftg 
S chiſin Ergo * Were 9 chiſmatichs 

that ſeparation, And once more, A ſeri 
ration froma true Church, is ſomerig 
S$chiſm, as well as diviſion in it; But 


- ſayes,angerly it ſeems;**Sir,[ have w þ 


5e exlarnotion of He hi ſin, but that web 5a 
1 area, I pray, what we 
Pauls notion of the Schiſm among ti 
Carinthians ? was it, chat ( Which 
yours) that Schiſn was onely a d 
na particular Churchenozbut that rnew 
Schiſm was a diviſion in, chat Churd 
(with 2 degree of ſeparation. in Mt 
as to ure; as I have proved 
got, chat that comprehended che, fu 
nature of Schifſm ; and if «rhe notion 
«© Srhiſm was not at all under conſider 
dien ix reference to theDonatiſts, I c. 
fire him to look back to the objedion 
which he undertooke to anſwer; vn 
it. not the charge of Seh ſn if not that 
wharelſe > „ No Seh ſm, but the unn: 
2 a the Church Carbolick , and the break 
*thererf.. And whar is the breach of tit 
##io0n Of that Church, (in his notion) b N 
Apiſtacy from the truth of the Gore 
a D 


* d len Schiſn. 
rind would this be a congruous anſwer 
ana che chatge of Schiſm ; ro ſay, the Do- 
l fr t were not pofates > Did they 
„ uunce the Goſpel 2 Nothing leſſe: but 
ſenFenouncing communion with. the catho- 
rick Cluch, and making themſelves the 
ut iba; Charcher in the world, they were 
„ey all men in all ages till now, accoun- 
| ed.not A een Wy Schiſmaiicks : But 
oo muchofthat. 
age. 123. 5% and my party,( that's the 
chi *Phraſeologit, this Author in his love to 
90 Anion, deli g his in) haue broken the union 
tte he, Churches. Tpray, is it hot as 
nec a for me to call them a partie, as for 
n them to ſeparate from us, and make 
lea ehemſelves a part y, reneuning communi- 
yu hus ? They went our from us 
n not we ftom them: Bur it is denied, *e 
1 * have no more broken the un on of their 
&-R*Churebersthan they of ours : For we be- 
008 gan our reformation with them on even 
u rermes, and were 45 early at work, as they, 
Let the READ ER now obſerve, whe- 
wither che REVEREND DOCTOR do not 
oF either make, or own a hrt); (we) which 
le blaned in me ? But I adde : 1. If he 
oo ke at himſelfe, he began not his re- 


Normation till afrer--44-vvhen his Tract 
ö 1 2 of 


116 Independenej further proved, 
olf Paſtorand People came forth, then be 
Was a Preſbyterian : yea till 46. vrhen bel? 
preached before the PARLIAMENT ; 
chen he was a Preſbyteriar, and(asT hea) 
pleaded for that way: 2. If he logk 
at the Independents. that went out of 
ENGLAND, they at firſt diſſibed o- , 
thing but our ceremmnjes, and defirednof jy 
Reformation, but a !iherty of conſcienct I & 
from rhoſe rares,as the reſt of the hon - (; 
elt raves? uae did, who ſeparated 
not ; a Preſbyterian-reformation would I 
then have contented them: but in: 
little time, the ſeeds of Browniſm were 
{owed amongſt them ; and, for that, thej Þ | 
were charged wich Schiſm from the be- 
ginnin thereof, by mo rate pious men a- 
moyelt us, 3. They ( nor the Reverend 
Doctor) have not yet demonſtrated 
E 5 their Way tobe a reformation, but ad. 
* formation of our Churches ; though 
ſomerimes for ſhame of the World, they 
call us ere Churches; which they con- 
tradict by ſeparating From us, and v. 
nountmg communion, as Churches, wü 
us: 4, vyben we began to reforme, 
(by authority ofthe Maviftrate , which 
they did not ) ſome of his parry caſt al 
the Block they couldin our Way,; and 
| 48 gathered 


0 be 4 Schiſm. 


abt Churches from us. 


gab And 
though he deny it, that they (he ſaies, 
we) have ſeparated from all the reformed 
Churches, as no Churches; and himſelf 
with them in his principles, if nor in 
ti ſe ; is ſo fully demonſtrated above, 


Fu to all reaſonable men, that I wonder 
er that he ſhould expect © recompence and 
on. « ſarigfaſtion, for calumniatin}-accuſati- - 
ted ons and anders 5 which are proved 
uld truths; and talk of his forgioneſſe of one, 
M2 that neyer wronged him. For the par- 


ale! of 1ndependentiſm and Donati ſim, 
boy much he or his party is concerned, 
5 let others judge. 
F. 126. Ie cavilli at my firſt proof, 
10 that ere may be a breath of 111098 in rhe 
1 Catholick vihble Church, if the forms 
of it were faulty. But what is wanting 
| ro make up a perfect 5 lag iſim 5 might 


caſily have Sen ſupplyed, from the for- w. 4 


mer di ſcour ſe, by himſelf, if he had plea- 
led; thus: 1. Schiſm is the breach of union 
in a Church, of Chriſts inſtitut ion: 
But the Catholick Church is a Church 
of Chritts inſtitution; Erg, there may 
be a ſchiſm in the Catholick Church. 
2. There may be 4 ferences in matter of 


faith profeſſed, which ĩs the anton of the 
13 Ca- 
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Independency further proved, 
Catholick Church; Ergo, there maj be 


ſchiſm in the Catholick Church, which 
not ariling to 4poſtacy ,- mult needs be 
ſchilm, as I proved above: And he mui 
evade , by one of thoſe anſwers which! 
reſented to him, pag. 115. or elſe mul 

eg the queſtion. For a clole of this; Can 
there be any breach of union, in the n. 
ture of the word, in the language of 
Scripture, or in reaſon of common 
ſenſe , which is not a /chiſm , more ot I 
leſſe, according to the degree of tha 
breach 2 But to the ſecond, be 
es, Iwo profeſſors may fal out, ard 
diser, and Nee, Ar profeſſor 
*« fill; Paul and Barnabas did ſo, [+ 
&* Chryſoftom and Epiphanius, Ce. 
This breach of union in Patt and Barn. 

; WM: : Kory of no particular n 
oe that o ſoſtoem and Epiphanius, 0 
F * ſeverall Che he : Was 91 75 a fault 
Nangeguo- in one party? both could not be in the 
u, Me right. What, will he call that breach of 
Goh £907 ? Surely not apeſtacy ,. ( for rney 
* Sv Were, he ſaies , profeſſors ſtill) they 
Ars e am renounc in g the profeſhon 
r >. Of the Goſpell, either of them. What 
Nr. then was ir, bur aſchifm , and ſinfull 
* {eparazion in one patty > And e 
"iS 4 | 1nders 


EF <, FIR 
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er be as chiſm. Nl 119 
hinders to call it ſo, but onely the re- 
Ficrend Poctot's nem notion of ſchiſm, to 
e onely . a dFviſion in à particular 
Church... 
ich! Pag.12$.and the two following pages, 
mul are filled with litt le ropurpoſeybur wich 
Can charges, © of e vill ſurmiſes, reproaches, 
: 14- © falſe crimmations, wrangling s, imperti- 
'e of I *nencies, binerneſs of [pi it, Cc. which 
non ¶ ate almoſt an hundred times repeated, 
e or but not once proved : He concludes 
that N wich the galt of one of my charges, that 
„be i, fallnad, when he (gies , / am glad 
ard AFP fund im » pag. 120. renouncing Or- 
ors # © dinatzon., 125 the authority f the 

ſo | Church of Rome, as ſ#ch : For I am 4 
c. © ſared,, that in ſo doing, he can claim 
ts % way from, by, or through Rome; 2 
if © wothing game to us from thence, but what 
of Þ © came in and by. the anthority of that 
church. I might cry out of Habs, 

e | calnmnijations, or equivocations, &c. for 
f F negleCting to obſerye my dtinition , 
given before and after; before: They 


' | baptized and ordained, not 45 Antic hri- 

ian, nor as Biſhops, or Romiſh Prieſts, 
| *bnt as Preſbyters. After, inthe next 

Page They did it as Officers, not 45 Offi- 

cers of that Church, that Papall Anti 

| H 4 ec ehriſtian 


Independency further proved, 
cc chriſtian Hierarchy, . From when? 
L ſaid, * It is falſe then, that (which M, fo 
had charged, pag. 199.) that Ordinahlar 
tion is pleaded, from the antherity of i H 
**Church of Rome, as ſuch: That is, Mn. 
Ant ichriſtian. And I ſay again, his lu. 
words are falſe ; That nothing came oth 
* us from thence , bat what came in, aſſuric 
& by, the authority of that Church, 'fhe 091 
mean, the Antichriſtian Church of, T 
Rome. To conclude, he often profeſſes, e 
he hath not renounced his Ordination, ui 
by at Engliſh Biſhop ; that Biſhop had his 
ſuccceſſive Ordinarion from ſome that 
had it from Rome. Vet he could diſtin- 
guiſh a double capacity of thoſe Bi- 

OPS, one as Lord Biſhops, pag. 227 
another as Miniſters of the Goſyell, 
QC. Ps. 231. Nov if he renounce not 
his Ordination, he will deny, that be 
'Y received it from Brſhops, as ſuch ; bur 
. from them as Miniſters of the Goſpell. 
I And may not we diſtinguiſh ſo of the 

Komiſh Biſhops? is it not ordinary for all 

out Divines ſo to'diſtinguiſh > What 
_ Perverſneſſe is this i The buſineſſe about 

Oramation of our Miniſters, required his 
Jucginent and anſwer ; but he = 

elt ta Wave it, though i arte 
himſelf, p. 196. * Por, 


- 


L 


do le a8chiſm. 
P. 13 f. Lam cauſleſſely quarell'd 
bor calling his deſcription of a parti- 
Sar Church, a definition; and he ſaies, 
He waved conteſts about accurate de fi- " 
union, which uſually tend very little, | 
Nahe diſcovery or eſtabliſhment oftruch, 
och which , 1 wonder at, in ſo great a 
Rica: For 1, Is not a 1 reps in 
wick call'd, an imper felt definition > 
The conrefts amongſt men, often- 
es grow from want of a perfect defi- 
on,. The true Genus, and proper diffe- 
his Fentia , being the cleareſſ way to diſco- 
hat er, and Eſtabliſh the truth. And this 
in- erident, by his own ade ſcriptian of a 
Di- Farticular Church: Is it not a definition, 
7- Fonſiſting of a Genus, a ſociety of men 
l, Filled by the word; and a 4. erentia , 
ot he ſeym performance of the worſhip of 
de Pod, in the ſame individual! Ordi- 
It ances, &c > Did he nor make the form 
l. $f a particular Church ro be, © The 
e obſervance and performance of the ſame 
* Ordinances of War Ip, numerically, Cc. 
pag. 236. And do not both thoſe make 
Yup a definition > Whether it be accurate 
ct no, is now to be conſidered. And that — 
Ir is not a perfect or full definition, or 


Q&fcription , appears from * 1 
aid, 


— 
— 
— 


122 Inde pendency further proved 
ſaid, pag. 123. becauſe it is applici get. 
to the Charch inviſible, and to the vi oo 
Catholick Church, as well as ro Hit 
eular Congregation. Each, or all {ne 
theſe, 4 eſcribed CO be lat 
ty of men, called out of the wor'd, H 
md, che. according to all the paniſpſer 
culats of his. deſcription „as hath | 
evidenced by me, and acknowledged! 
himſelf above? And 1 added , © The 
e ſuch ſocieties are all our particular C- 
* gregdtions; and ſo, as true Churches 
theirs. To which he ſaics but this 
7 Than wn nat the thing in queſt ion, I 
was not there, it is (he knowes) a qui! 
ſtion between them and us; and my 
*\, ference was rat ionall, from his deſc: 
tion, A particular Church is a ſoc eh, & 
But outs are ſuch; Er ga, true Churche 
and conſequently, not (without ſc>/ 
to be ſeparated from. 
Pag. 132. Concerning the eh 
cu n, ſo much urged by them, "ſ 
ſaies „ an not at all concerned in i; 
de purpoſtl abe i all expreſſions concert 
de ing it 5 Due way or other, Cc. But d Ii 
he notgive us the form of a particul 
b 13 Ch h, and the nin i it, to con N 
n ſeynt conſent of the members, 1 «I 


| 


s tobe 4 Schiſm. 
lich ther, He. ſee Pg. 142-v Review? 
ei vor by theth made the vety form of M. Hoo-? 
apaſpreiculat Church, bon! which, ker Survey 
all In can no mote be a ember of 2 par- 

«flac Church, then x v, can be 

Il a mans wife 3 without het exp/zciic 
panſſent ? I noted the difference of his 

1 beteſion ; one while he ſaid, The form 

ea particular Church, was the fem 
or the members; another while, 
ile ent obſervance of all Or dinau- 

bene of worſhip, numericuly, Cr. Now 

chi eridenc, that theſe ate not the fame 

IHog; chere may be a eur ol ſer vancr 

qua the ume Ordinances num:rically , by 
nbers of ſeverall Churches, mee- 

ie together; yea, dy members ofthe 
e Church, yet of no > 1h] | . 
reh, by ey conſent. And this latter, 

t ſeym per formance of the fame Ordi- 

res of worſhip vamerically, is the 

ie (it it have any) of a particular 

March, differepcing it from the other. 

Ne diverſity of pre mr, the reve» 

"$4 Doctor puts off; Hrſt, with a fleigh- 

ng ſentence , Id popuſis tarat ſcilicet ; 

then evades , by asking; 1 it the pag. 144, 
command of Chriſt , that believers ſhould 

{ fo a)? I; not their obediener to that cm- 

M1 «mand, . 


1232 


124  . Tndependency further proved, 
* mand, their conſent ſo to do? I; i 
< the duty of every one, to joyne him| 
© ſome one of the Churches? Can a 
« do ſen without hu conſenting 0 to 
* 1: this conſent any thing, but his 
ce tary ſubmiſſion , to the Ordinance 
66 worſhip therem > Let me ask but . 
like *queſtions ; What's all this to 
purpoſe ? what to an ele te cove” | 
or conſent, which they require? N. 
not all this be done implicitely, andi 
ſufficient in their own confeſſion, 


ion 
he: 


dy 


1 


then, to lay ſo much weight upon n 
Plicize Covenant, (unleſſe ſomet imes i 
Prudential way, when a Church ren. 
the generall Covenant; or to bind m. 
kaſter, to what they were bound to" 
fore, but neglected) I ſay, what need 
there, to lay the whoſe weight af g 
Churcheconftiturion ,. Cas no on 
W1t00 


Jed, * o be a Schiſm. W. 
„out it) upon an explicite covenant 
n the implicite 1s confeſſed ſuſſic ient. 
de things ſhould not have been 
d, ot ſleighted by him, that makes 
bor of a particular Church, to be 
Wyn conſent: by which, if he mean 
a0 explicice conſent or covenant, 
„eas nothing to the difference be- 
een us, and ratifies the conſtituti- 
of our Churches, as well as his 


2 


Ibid ; © 7 thinke no one ſingle congrega- 
io # wholly compleated ha g to 
ir le mind of Chriſt, unleſſe there be more 
d Elders than one in it; there (hould be El- 
lar in every Church. What meanes 
ie Elders in evety Church? a Paſtor 
: $2 Teacher 2 can he prove tie Apoſtle 
go ſuch Elders in ever Church ? 
a are both theſe {0 — inevery 
, that without them, it is no 
ch > Or does he meane, every 
urch maſt have, beſide thoſe two, 
Wing Elders in it? Can he prove there 
Nee ſuch at EPHESUS, Act. 20.17. 
they ſent for, by the Apoſtle ; He 
s to them 2% more than one or two, 
ll, v. 2 5. He may tell us in the next, 


many Elders, according to the * 
0 


126 


Anat of 
Indepen 
dent page. 
26. 


 Tndependenty further proved, A 
of Chriſt, cope a Church; and HM 
he will reconcile the whole dr 
as to theit and dur Churches: teme 15 
bring this, chat as Mr. Simpſon had N! 
Ruling Elderr, nor did approve of ti 
in his Church: S0 I do not know with 
ther the Independent Church at Oxfa q, 
have any fach;E7/ers, or no, lar 
Page. 134. Ian fo farre from © Di 
te yming baptiſh: ſubyettively to 4 
cc Ay 2 — 1 nat e 1 
ce auy member f 4 particular Chur 
*ewas ever regularly baptixed: Bani id 
ce precedes admiſſion into Church-menuaſs 
« h p, 4s to A particular Church : the ſl hi 
rekt of it. is profeſſing believers, aud tf 
&« ſeed, whether joyned to any particuyP 
wh I muſt confeſſe, l kno 
not how to take theſe words: 1. 
ſeems at firſt fight to conclude , tt 
himſelf and the generality of Chriſti 
inENGL AND were never regula! 


' baptized, being baprized all, in (0 


Particular Church : 2. It ſounds fo'y 
ching Ax abaptiſticall, that a Church 
made of baptix ed per ſons - baptiſm Pe 
cedes admiſſion into Church membe! 
thip, (hy they alſo) as to a particu 
Church; and denying Infant bpt H 


* h * 8 „ 
þ n 0 K C £ 
3 9 


A 
lid, they 7e-baprize g. before they | 
nic them members of their Church: of Schiſm 
j This is cancradi&:d by the brethren p. 8 J. 208. 
gNEWENGL AND,who make a tw; Chux 
Church only, the Seat of all Chy Telus 
Wunances,and none to be regulariy bap- Chrift ) 
a, that are. not baptize in a parti- made the 
lar Church: 4. The ſame is aſſerted % Seate 
Ibimfelk; Mate. 106. of his Review : I br 


ic ar Churches, being by the will a f worth 8 


, If 014. appoynted for the Scat ô fOrdinan- particular 

ner. Then, unleſsbaptiſm be no Church be expreſſes 

griſFidivance of God, it mut be de ne in a is will 
leu ar Church. But he ſayes, © for bo Nen 


[vl his preſent miſt ake, hall not complain — 
thei ein that ſeme occaſion may b: ad mini- came, Cc. 
red to. it, from an expreſſion of mine ; * 
noche f yd to be this: c Chriſt hath 9 
. 177. no direttion for any duty of mor- ! 
th V, but only to them and by them who are 
ans jormed, Of Schiſm, page. 206. .. 10. 
uh bereupon I asked, whether baptiſin 
a pare of worſhip? If fo, how could 
reconcile this with what he ſaid a- 
Pe, „that members of the Catholick 
Church are initiated into that profeſſimn 
17 Babtiſm : For if a profeſſor of rhe 
qpatholickChnrch only, may be baptized, 
Now is a particular Church, rhe Seca“ pe 
1 al 


128 Independency further proved, 

5 all Ordinanc@? and ſo to be perfenſt t 
by them that ate ſo joyned? To re&if 
not mine, but his own miſtake hend 
ſayes: “ Baptiſm is ſo tobe performed id; 
ce chem, that is a Miniſter in or of tu 
Page. 136, How eaſily might I miſt 
when himſelf miſtook, ine lead me n 
of the way: And will this make mem 
ver the wiſer? The thing he had to pro 
was © the neceſſity of every believe: ji 
*xing to ſome one particular Church, wa 
& enjoy the Ordinances of the Goſpell: Thi 
he proves, ** becauſe Chriſt hath garn 
2 2 for the performance of any di gl 
of worſhip of Soveraign inſtitution, lh 
©& only in 1585 ( the particular Churches Na 
*« and by them, who are ſo jeyned. Hf 
mends it, till it is the worſe again? It ne 
would imply, that a Minilter in ot of 
particular Church may perform thoſe oF 
dinances, without thoſe congregatio 
(whichonely was to purpoſe ) he conſe 
tradicts himſelf for ſaying, A parricula 
Church, is the ſear of all Ordinances Þ® 
It he meane, thoſe Ordinances of wol e 
ſhip, are to be performed only by a Mi 
niſter of a particularCongregation,wh: | 
ſhall become bf the people > and what 


made the words, ſo joyned here > Does it 
not 


is be a Schiſm. 129 
concern them to whip God? Or, © 
5 Miniſter-perform any ac, of wore. 

01 of a part icnlar Church 2 That 1 
has denyed by men of his way, chat 
Miniſer is ſuch ro any more than his 
n Church: He askes me; bb 

id me he deniet a Muniſter, to bt A.- 

er to more than his own Church, & c. 

*. 135% Lhave been told (and 1 pre- 

ne he will not deny ic) that when the 
„ed DOCTOR WA LL1S, had 
uf to him as Vicechancellor, thac 
n Deſtion to be defended neg ativein the 
of the/publick Act at Oxford , 
1 46 n doteſfas Miniſtri evangelici, 
01 Va nnins tantum Eccleſiæ partical aris 
HF aembra...extendatur, this Reverend 
 \Woctor ſaid thereupon, that Doctor al- 
pf had brought him a challenge, adding, 
or ar af he did diſpute upon 4 at Queſti- 
not he muſt diſpute ex anime. Abd if this 
ue true, as I preſume it is, what need I be 
lu hurt her told, that he genyes a Miniſter 
obe a Minilter co more, than his par- 
Fealar congregarion 2 I have alſo been 
eld further (which I preſume he will 
Pot deny veither) that when Doctor 
Nahe 7 Theſis on that Queliion , 
S K | Was 


* 


did imploy, or at leaſt encourage (an 
mannes ſic of his) Mr. Stubbs of Chill1 
Church (no advocate for Mr. Hob 


to write aãgainſt it: Though indeed, whelhe 
that work written, was found a 0 
ri/ons rid oulius pete ( for ſol heare, M 
is Gnce pleatedro ſtyle it) he did na 
thinke fit to let it be made publick, 1 
cguſe (they were his own words,) ut 
would not haue that cauſe ſuffer fo 
da o be defonded'by ſuch a Penne, I 
heard more, ro this purpoſe,” but ) tor 
hate : Only-Tſhall(roſhew his we 
anch to himfelf ) ler the Kader knov 
how liberally he now grants, « Mig 
« ſteriall Atts may be performed not on 
to the members of the Cathelich ( hurcb 
« but to rhe "viſible members of the wor 
*<aifd. I leave him and his friends to 4 
bate and #econcile themſelves one to anoſt 


ther in this. 
© Page, 136. 0 Brazer und reading f. 
* Word in private families are parts ofwry 
© hip,” bit vor mecrely and purely of St 
rain inflitution*': Theſe are expreſſe| ( 
commanded, D we, 6, 7, R. &c ? ] hal 
not follow him in the ret; only where 
ic he complements with mein ſo high 4 
” mode; 


[| R N F a | 
* 1 n N 7 ORs «It * 5 ä 4: . , ' 
| p67 N * : 824 — - 7 . 
A PR 4 x — N - f *% 
- * 2a. by * n f 
0 9 FM p 
122 | o f 
, a 7 » - * 7 
8 : - 
* . 
' * 
5 


xe 139% (I mul intreat 


is 1 to ſend moe his 


WE may be confirmed viz. 
aſt d ———— 
or to joyne with, one 


— the celebrating of publick 
dinances. I as humbly fac — 

d pr 8 —— 
» Veſay--reaions; if they be not as good 
and whac therein is of [nftins- 


0 


. 66 Preaching to convert Heathens is 


5 1 47 deſcribed) a duiy of worſhip. in all 
— — is — 
ener. What meanes — 

fn ie words, as de ſcrihed ? my wor 
It; | <:-preacbizg! to converts Heathens 
"and ihn ta baptize, them ; is it not a 
uty of worſhip ip belonging to a Mini- 
Aer ) is there any preaching properly fo 
alled,that ĩs not a duty of worſhip.? or 
any do it but a Miu ſter? Rom. 10. 
Us In his Tratt of Paſtor and People 5 
allowed, in extraordinary Caſes, any 
Juan chat had giftr and a people willing 
ohear him, fo bak Preacher ; Is that 
> of che caſes, vvhen preaching to 


Lever Heathens is not a duty of wor- 
K 2 (hip, 


"73 5 * 
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132 Independemeyj further proved, 
worſhip „ and it belonging to a . 
nifter?» Ot is it that parentheſis of min: 
(and then to baprizerhem , when cor 
verred) that makes it a duty of wor 
ſhip,” and to be performed 
a. Miniſter ? I humbly conceive , thine! 
anſwer is ſomewhat obſcure, and (we 
t icſies not my toncth, concerning him 
ſelf, When asked, * By what author 
the himſelf Preaches, and Prayes tm N 
© and with the Parliament, Cc. Or ae 
*©xop-#hoſe; \there: done, parts of worſhi 
which he calls an in did on enquiry, name 
ho rv it by. It required an anſwer he 
y he accounts thoſe to be ps-Wa 
tigxlarConrregarions, that are it andi 
unjoynedꝰ Wherher he performed those 
2s duries of worſhip, as a Min ſter; an 
by vertue of what Ordination, if he hav 
not renounced it, as, he ſaith, he hath 
not) eſpecially, if he was not Or dainedſdt 
10-2 particular Church? Of which, wh 
ang, IT, 

Pag. 138. Ay jadement is, that v. 
cali Officers — te be ordained, 
din particulaſ Charebet. Lonely ack, 
in Nhat particular: Charch himſelf wa 
ordained ardä if he was; bene, 

| | | 


en token Sebi. 292 
nc firſt renouncę his former Ordina- | 
| a'Biſhop , which he hath fo oft 
"S:nyedro have done ? For I do not ex- 
ware him to lay, he is an ca din 
 bfiicer. . if ordinary Om̃cers be 
rely ordained in a articular Church, 
would be reſolved', how he can do 
Aliuiſteriail act, to any other partie 
lr. Church, or to the Carbolick 
urch p or World, which he, granted 
ore? And then, how thoſe. that ace 
whers/of that particular Church, ate 
pot conſiped to him, as well as he to 
em? Paſtor and Flock. being ſuch, Re. 
1e a Husband and Wife. This piece 
f ludependency was a. matter of great 
oneſt in new England, by one that was 
nde ahild in choſe things: whether t 
weren ſe of t doſe in old England be wr 
en 5 er wiſe, 1 know. not; af It be 3 
eube, it is onely to ſuch, members, as 
ure of ſome Church of the ſame conſti- 
ion: which is ſomething eſa, hurno | 
Ichit berrer 4.25 to Our - communion with 


, 


L. ra, If the diſcoueſe about the 
eren of Ordivances „ and 1 


I ſcbarahſt ate, was an impertinency, 1 
yy | I 3 Was 


J 


47 5 
WS 4 


34 — r 
Was His own fault do ſtart it thiit 
pax. 8 5. and a and 271. and a tent 
fault to wave it here: Onely, we | 

iſe 4 & That in convem ent time, 
«© may offer what farther, 01 
venhe — — of — mind of Gy 
co herein; ah it becomes me to wil 
his Jeiſure It is not 4 matter to be toſi " 
ep and down , n this cambling ch 
Vet, as 1 Fai) he inſinuated in + 
Joy v that Eng land was unc hurrbei Þ 
the Chwrthet planted here did cer 
to be; and tells us, by what att Goddi 
wachwwth them mow wave: to 
Twer all my ſeven queſtions, (which 
—— an — but the laſt; u 
85 ich a ſ\uMitient . is made, (whet 
5 1 . brought in) upot 
A4 21. js Fe Ct Chapter, Lo which krete 
2 49 e notice; of his introducti 
to —.— n with rhanks for i! bf 


ht eriqwiry y in the manner - 
5 My words were theſe, 
4s eur Peberent} Author dh aut inf 


conſcience think, there were c 
England, I . Which 
ts me into fücpiclon; that the fe. 
Verna edle mas fende, that 1 Gd 


not 


* 
6 + E 
\ 
— 
> 


tote a Sch 
ric alwaies{ for oſt I do give him thar 
rent tte, of the reverend Aniber, ot rtverend 
eee; which made him ſo cry out, 
ie was, never ſo dealt with, by any par- 
as by me; though upon review, I 
Fot find, that I gave him any unrii¹t 
5 wnifſunguage , unbeſecming me to give, of 
ulm to receive: And I hears that ſome 
chaſody hath dealt more uncivilly wich 
- in in chat reſpect, which he took very 
bag. 148. For my part, I am not ac. 
d quainted with thoſe Independents, which 
g 


J 


on no communion of Churches , um 
«abatis prodentiall, It ſeems , the re- 
vrend Doctor is little acquainted with 
g the principles of the Independents , in 
zo new and old En gland; yea, be conſi- 
ders not the very uam of an Indepen- 
a Church, which what doch ic ſigni- 
be, but an [rdependency, or non c 
a of ote Church with another, as 
cherche, as I noted, pag. 155. at ſeaſt 
of divine inſtitutiun. The reſt, What 48 
it but prudential! , or communion O 
bf wembets of the Caholick Church ? 
. And I ſhalt onely pr ound chis to his 
| confidecacion | 1. Whether if there be 
3 K 4 any 


o 
% 


1356 Tndependencyſurtber proved, 
any common of Churches, as Chu 
ches, (which he grants, or elſe equinhCor 
cares) there be not a breach of that cou 
munion and union, ( and ſo a ſchiſa ne 
* Whew one Church refu ſes to bold es 
c communion with another , which ouglhhi 
cc to bebetween them; which before, i 
now, he denies :. it is no ſchiſm, prop ir 
* ty ſe called: Unleſſe he mean, it is noe 
properiy ſo called, with reſpe& to hi 
wew notion of ſchiſm. But now he 10 
upon the common not ion of ſchiſm, aÞ*: 
breach of union ot unity; and then it i 
a ſchiſm, to reſuſe that communion, I. 
= which ought (by divine appointment} 
. to be between them. 2. They havingſir 
WM acknowledeed our Churches to be true 
Churches and then ſome. communin 
tc be dueto us, as Churches; how can 
they ſeparate from us, and refuſe con- 
munion with us, without a breach of 
Enten, and ſo without ſchiſm > uoleſle 
he mean, they allow commanion. of theit 
n Churches, by inſtitution of Chtiſt. 
t not witch ours; no not ſo much a 
privdentiall,.as Churches. 3. Many J- 
3 (and the reverend Doctot 
ch them) ſeem to hold, that Commue 


$100 


r  & © = 


s be a Schm. 137 [| 
m of Churches by Delegater, in | 
Comncill or Synod , is onely pruden- 
all, and not of Chriſts inſtitut ion; 

and then he may mean, there is n6 

reach of union, in refufivg to hold 
(that communion, becauſe it is not an 
mo or communion of Chriſts in- 
ſirutian; + To conclade this, how 
cle reaſon the reverend Doctor 
lad, to cry out of outragi aus injury 
done him, in thoſe words of mine; 

» W* Trnort he deſi gne of his Book_to prove, 
if he could, and condemm us a no 

«Churches > Let the world be judge. 

When he hath often told us, t 

inſeparation from us, they have bro- 

len nn unlon of Chriſts inſtitution ; 

l have often ſaid, ' And here tells 

us, (% have no more” ſtparated from | 

« 108 3:than'you bave done from me: Of ſchiſm, 

Which how —— ( - will not 246-316. 
out ragiouſl it is, I ſay again, 

—— eee 

mo And then conſider, what 

need there was, of his e for giuneſſte, 


* of all my reproaches, revilings, &c. 
which _ to be none. But 


though I am unjuſtly charged all 


along, 


1 | N 1 * 
13 - Independency further proved, 
along, with" ſuch miſceriager, telly 
reverend Doctor ** ſhall have a 
in my heart and prayers, And (ol 
much of his ninth Chapter. 
| Pag. 146. Wh at Ingependentiſ 
*© 15 he doth neither here declare; nts 
© lee what it 15 that he intently 
*< by it 5 the name is invidiouſly 4 
* ched,, and diſowned by them to 1 | 
e aſcribed, &c. Bur 1. The r., 
verend Doctor is vet y fotgetfull, of 
what he faies fort he told us once 
before, pag. 47. I howgh he nme 
not that party, pet it is evident whim 
the imend. And once again, pay. 
149. * har Seit it is, any man n 
8 by judge, that takes the leaſt view of his 
"WM , © Treatiſe, My Treatiſe was intended] 
* againſt. all ores of [dependents , and 
a e. 7 
againlt. himſelf as one of them; fot 
all plead:rheir Congregations to 
de Independent, having all Church 
= — e wit hin 2 ves, e 
Anat. Nominates all Inde pen J 
of Indep. though they otherwiſe differ obe 
P. 37. 38. with. ; 1 2. That in vidi 
name, however difowned by them; 
Was fitſt Of chelt own izvention 1 7 
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u ben Sebi, ** ZW 
peace ife, (as well as by the ſotmet 
Pockrige) arrogated to themlelves. 

1; They alt agree alſo in ſepararion 
: on: ( they wuchareh 
gad Churches, w.win;/ter our Mini- 
pers, Kc. pep. 138. With ſuch 1 
tend * 5 He asks, e 73: this Independra« 
% 4 febiſm, properly ſo called > 
1 hope he did norexpe#t, rhat 1ihoy1d 
Bead for it. I deny that I unmin:ftty 
ae rhein Min;fters ;' fe, How he can 
nceEwith coleiencedeny this', of molt of 
ne Selle of {niependents, I much 
[wonder 3 not one y Auabaptifts, but 
LI foine'of his own way, not yet gone 
far, do feparate from our Chur- 
bl hes; wnmivifer out Miniſtets, &c. 
ei And his own principles do the ſame, 
af and will ere long lead him thirher, as 
have abundantly proved. But what 
means he by /adependemiſm? 
Pig. 149. If by Trdependentifis 
he Ane, "rhe peareable prover- 
Ang of un of the prople of Goa, in 
Reis Natiow, in the ſeveral! payes 
= of ie 4 i foywe themſolver, by their 
free vont, to walk eogerber in the 
@; ſtatin of all the- . 
1 « Chriſt, 
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1 140 Independemsy further proved, 
* Chriſt ; appointed to be obſerved ; 


c particular Churches, ſo to ref f 
© themſelves from — Fs 
<< wherein they were ent angle 
& not” able in ſome things , to jon 
, the preſſyterian way of refor 
© tion, without judging aud conden$i 
<< ning then, 4 to the whole of the; 
« ſtation and Ordinances.; when it [hall 
© be proved ſchiſm, it ſhall be dart n 
6e. The like is repeated again, 
pag. 160. wich ſome little diffe- 
rence; for ſuch, onely he pleads 
No to ſpeax in the reverend Do- 
Gors mode, 1 humbly, beſeech this 
reverend Author , — to con · 
ider, what he hath faid, and whom 
he pleads for: 1. Whether he 0 
not plead / fot all the Sed in the 
—— as to the who/e.. of this, : 
CIO particular, of which by 
— Do they not all plead 
. of 0 them ſel vet 
— of God? to joyne toge- 
ther by their free con ſent, to wall 
together in the obſervation of all the 
"Ordinances, :&c?« to reform them- 


ſelves from diſorders, as not able 
| . 


A to le a8chiſm.” A 
"a 1 joyne | in the Way of preſbyteri an 
reſorgeformarion 2 & c. 2. Will he call 
dent a peac able proceeding, which 
being done without the authority of 
june Chriſtian coill Hag Graue, and 
erna the d HU bu“Ze-G of all the Chur- 
aden hes of the Nat ion? 3. Were it 
thalfranted , that in the fir ft conſtitution 
alf of a Church, people 
caduſnight, by their own free 


141 A 


So he 


ſeems to mean, pag. 160. 
when be ſpeaks of Mem- 


Zu) jaw ©JOyuero walk zer, 1 the Catholick 


life · Toget he 


r, &c. Is this church, both inviſible 


eas, rourſe toletable in ſetled and viſible, io be jn 


Do · N hurc hei, without c c-. in articular chureben. 


4 $ =>. (vx 


this e. fon, and overthrow - 


n- ing of: the very conſtitution of * 
om CHarehes „c? as he ſaid elſe- 


go erhere, Duty of Paſtor aud People, 
theFpag! 53. (to which I have ſpoken, in 
is, the end of my ſecond Chapter a- 
by dove) unleſſe he will deny vs now to 
aide wwe Churches, May not the mem- 
1) ers of his own Church, upon ſome 
e ¶ I forders of it; (as they can eaſily 
(k eonceive) have the ſame J herty to 
e ſeparate from them, and joy ne by 
- | free conſent together, to ſer up ano- 
e ther Church? Nay, do they not ow 
1 that 


2 


Indepenatucꝝ further proved, 
that liberty > and not withſtanding in 
the bonds and fetters of free cm bur 
and explicit covenant to + Contint | 
with them, deſert them upon this 
principle, and joyne themſelves wulier!] 
Auabapt ts, and at her Sects? 4. An Pd 
do they nat all break the laſt cond g 
tian dg ing and condemning f. 
* wa 50 preſent 2 — » A eth ſo 
aue of their ſtaion ard Or diner 1 

4 765? "Will the reverend DoQorpurſf# 
Nut the ges ol all men, but his o 
wokinght s L aſtiy, I lee, 
ren „ of erfor- it to his ownÞal 
mance of morall duties, can excuſe - 1c Jeration {BD 
the withdrawing from them, when Tonnderatten“ 
cone pig ſec, Whether p 
binſ. Treat, of fe of hea- lawful for p20-F* 
ring Eng'iſb Miniſters, pag-6. See ple, that we 
lo pag. 17,04 his el pag. $7. members of tri 
Churches, (as ours are acknowledg- 6 
ed o be) upon ſome diſorders in 4 
Church, or prerence of reforming 
themſelves, to ſepara from that 
Church, and to erect another; when 
a8 they haye done their 40th to to- 
torm ie, in thoſe diſotders; not- 
wichſtanding which , thoy may with · 
out fn dium ate with th 
| Church? 
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— 2 8 1 hd 
\ 4 * 

4 142 
— 


I to le a Schiſm. e 
i buech ? but rather to breake-rrue 
en burches inco pieces, than to bear 
nub ſome inconveniences, And F 
Sreflielire a pre ſident of ſuch a practiſe in 
wueriprure ox Rory, © | 
Page. 156. „ When they and we ho- 
def gan to referme, thouſands of the peo 
e of God in this nation, had no rea- 
t ſon to ſuppoſe themſelves: to belong to 
n oe particular Church rather thas 
put ao: her ; they lived in one Pariſh, 
u beard in another. If they did not 
uppoſe themſelves to be of ſome 
articular Church, it was their error 
nd their faut; their errour becauſe 
be ll the le of the Nation, were 
find to that Church where they li- 
d; and lyable to cenſure for leaving 
ut Church, for partaking of Ordi- 
ances; and the Adiniſters for admit- 
ang them: Their fault, becaufe they 
rere bound by way of duty, both by 
at the Lawes of the Nat ion, and alſo by 
n che Law of God, to be of one or o- 
cher particular Congregation ; as the 
- FReverend Doctor hath oft aſſerted: 
+ find chis d /oder to be of no ene con- 


regation, would not be indured in 
110 any 


þ —y , 
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” 144 Independencyfurther proved, 

E | any of their members. The bonds 

only was that they are obliged'ro bl 
members, where rhe Ordinance 
were not at all or ſinfully admin 
ſtred: In my eighth Chapter, 
leapes over above twenty leaves a 
once. 60.0 4 
Page. r 54. I had daid, our Churches 
under the Pretates, were not capabl 
of reduction to the primi: e inſtitu 
tion; Whereupon he profeſſed % 
e could not looke upon ſuch ſocittis 
as Churchec uf Chriſt, Which(Caid]) 
was to unchurch all our Churches, 
ſince the Reformation: He anſwers, 
Ihe Churchei of ENGLAND here 
<< eapable of that reduction under the 
PHrelates thou gh in ſome things hin- 
dered by them from an actuall reduct- 
emen. Doth this become rhe Doc- 
tors ingeuuity: 8 o are the Churches of 
ROME capable potentia remota, to be 
reduced to the ptimit ive inſtit ut ion: 
but ſo hindered by ſome body, that be 
chat ſhould go about it, would find 
the actually uncapable of ſuch reduce. 
ment : So ate our Churches capable 
of ſuch a reduction and it is ay 


— — d 


v tobes Sthiſm, 


ad been reduced to r&x primitive 
to inſtitut ĩon ere this, but he knows we 
neue obitructed it: as I told him be- 


Jore: 2 liberty for re- 
emation, or rather toleration of all 
Reli gion, is the greateſt /m/ediment 
tw our Ke formation; and vvhilſt it 
Joontinues, will render us more un- 
Yeapable of Reduction to the primi- 
ue inſtitut ion: Whilſt our people 
A have ſo much /iberty to be of any, or 
ei} DO Ke / gion, no R — is poſhbles 
and yet vve are potentially capable of 
thir reduction: And the Reverend 
[| Dotor's advice, given before and 
novy againe, page. 270, of Schiſm ö 
* that people take ſome other peaceable 
* way,” to make Ty ee of 
ce} ©thoſe purchaſed priviledger, Cc. 
comes both too late, for they have 
done it already by ſeparation from us; 
del and alſo unreaſonably, becauſe if it be 
1:0 faken, it renders us more ancapable of 
that Reformation deſired, b y withar ane 
df the beſt and molt reformed of 
„our members from us, and leaves 
us but few beſide thoſe that hate to 
de reformed. ö 
Page. 166. B:fide che“ ra licall 
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_-_— 146 | Independency further proved, ' 

2 cee ( cally it, page. 96. 
* S pry ncht : 
« i vpble in in ſelfe, and with n 
e head there is(as he tells-nsalſo,pey, 
97. ) © another conſequentiall union, . th 
de wth peculiar reference to the men "4 
& bers themsſelves,and that is the mutual u 
c love all thoſe united in the Head; 4 
awards. om i Another c. NowF: 
though he cannot break the radial. 
union with the Head; he mayf 
breake - the conſequentiall union (x 
Or Ccontequepc⸗ of that unien, 
which conſiſts in mut uall love. Paul 
and Barnabas fell ingo difference and 
ſeparat ion ope from another; jet 
were, no doubt, true members of the 
{nviſible Church, ( though not of a- 
ny particular Church) and this was J, 
at leaſt ſome degree of breach of that 
mut uall love and peace, that ought to 
have been between them; hereupon 
it was that I faid, ** wwleſſe the Reve- 
ce rend Doctor rhink there are no mem- 
lers ef this Church in ENGLAND, 
* buy theſe that are of his formed par- 
F ticular Conoregations, I feare he 
«© will be found i EX, uniam, that 


J 


' 


* ought to be-between them. Ne is grie” 
ve 


. 


'T 


us 


to be a Schiſm. 
d he ſayes, at this my declaration ; 
beranſe the union of the members of 
this Church inthis ſenſe, con iſte i% 
their joynt uni on to, and with Chriſt 
(their head, by one ſpirit, conceali 
ie other, of mutu all love, which 
ended: Now when the Reverend 
YoGor or ſome Churches of his par. 
1, have ſeparated from ſome whom 
hey acknowledge truely godly ; and 
keep them our of communion with 
themſelves,in their Churches, unleſs 
they will give a conſent to be mem- 
bers of that Church, by an explicite 
covenant (he knowes wWhete this was 
raftiſed) I (hall ſay again, here Was 
breach of union, that ought to be 
between the members of that cat ho- 
lick Church: It is not his ſaying, 
« that he does not thin „ all the mem- 
bers of that Church are compriſed 
& ing hei Churches or ours, that will 
help it ( who made the firſt diviſsor, 
the y or wwe, is well known ): but it is 
the deny all of communion with ſuch 
members, on the termes aforeſaid, that 
breaks the union of mutuall love, be- 
tween thoſe * Page. 
2 


F. 148 Independency further proved, 


Page. 16 7. had ſaid : By gatheri, the 
Saints of the greatelt magnitude, hel th, 
do what they can to make the I ,, 


Fble Church vi ſibie. He anſwers 
* It s confeſſed we do ſo; I hir, with a 

« that lyes in ut, we draw them un 

And truly, it is our care and inde: 

your to make all out viable profelÞ tc 

ſours, inviſible true lever: Buff u. 

chis is not t heit way: They do not f. 

( as We do) labout to make bare pre v 

feſſours(meete narurall men, of theiſ f 
own Congregations?) to be reall belie : 

(vers for they pretend to admit none 

ſuch, if they know them) but theſf « 

8 

| 

| 


unceaſnably and unjuſtly gather, 0: 
rather ſteal, our beſt profeſſours, and 
reall believers, to make a Church vi- 
ſible, of inviſible members, a Church 
tall elect ones. Which courſe, as1! 
is not to be exemplified in 40 Scrip- 
ture, or ſtotie; 80 it is foreſpoken b 
Chriſt himſelf, not to be accompli- 
ſhed;who hath told us, he Wheate 
ee and the Tates, the Goates ardt * 
** Sheep, muſt be mi xi together in il 
Church, till the great day of final 
*< ſeparation and we doubt not, 5 

\ | [ ey 


to be a Schiſm, 


chey find the impeſſib l ey of effecting 


that deſigne, when they and the 


urld ſees, they have in their Chur- 


ches ſome hypocrites, and ſome as 


Hbeſe, as in ſome of ours: And their 


arnogance, in preſuming againſt the 
preaittions and providence of Chriſt, 
to Guild a Church, that ſhould reach 
unto Heaven on Earth, hath been 
fear fully b/aſted ( as another Babel) 
with confuſion , by their members , 
falling into damnable errours, and 
ah hom in able profaneneſſe, as I ſaid 
elſe where. Even ſome Independent 
Churches, which he too much coun- 
tenances, if he be not a member of 
them, may eaſily be proved, in his 
own judgment to be Hereticall, if 
Arm ini aniſim, and ſome points of 
Popery, be with him accounted Here- 


ſies: I need not inſtance. 


Pag. 168. As to the worſhip eſt a- 
bf bid in this Nation, for the # = 
be ſtantialls, we are all agreed in: I ſup- 
& poſe, he will not ſay, 4 relinquiſhment 
8 "_ praſtiſe of it, is a ſchiſm ;-1f he 


©« oo, 1 know what uſe ſome men will 


** make of his 1 „ thongh 1 
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”” ES 50 Independency further proved, 

See p. 171, *© know not how he will free himſelf Ned; 

from being Schiſmasicall, Truly, u 

eahly , as the reverend Doctor ca 

free himſelf. from that charge of 

fehiſm. We have nor relinquiſhed 

the Worſhip, eſtabliſhed by Law, as to 

the [abſt amrialls of our Worſhip, 

(the ' Epiſcopall men joy ne with us, 

and we with them therein) but in I lo 

the exteruall formalities , and cerems- || £4 

niall circumſtances of that worſhip; } 

which (as he ſaies ſomewhere * b 
laid a ſide by other hands, But they te- 

nounce communion” with us, in the 

ſ#bſtaniialls of worſhip , and eted * 

other Churchetʒ and that we judge to | * 

be ſekiſmaticall. ; 

ag. 169, © 9. recei- © 

E ved our nem birth in England, 

through the preaching of the Word, | 

e neither they nor we, 4s to the pra- 

e ciſt of our waies , were in England. 

For them indeed, the practiſe oft heit 

-wayes of ſeparation , were not in 

Enyland'; but our way of parochiall 

Congregations, andthe ſ#b/tantial 

of our Worſhip, in the Word pre«- 

chen whereby they were regener- 


ted; 


to be a Schiſm. 

and the Sacraments aum fred , 
whereby they were nouriſped i were 

then in England as much as now: 
Yer from theſe they ſeparate, and de- 
by communi» with us. For the fac 
eſſe of their Miniſtry, as Indepene 
dents , I fee little fruit of it, but 
ſchiſm and ſepatation; nor can they 
look fot any, as Miniſters : all cheir 
gathered members, beins before con- 
verted, ( as they ſuppole and deſire) 
re | by _ Muiſtry : See Anat. of Iadep. 

„ 25 

Page o_ «© Thar in England, 
«x 8 Prelates , there were true 
oe Churches „ and true Miniſters , 
** though in much diſorder , as to the 
| * way of entring into the Miniſtry, ani 
| © e: Ordinances, I freely 
gran. Which were they? That he 
tells us, pag. 173. « Here I let him 
"© know, that I aſſent unto that ſumme 
— all that he hath to ſay '; namely, 
which were my words) that the 
e true and faith 1 Mini ters, with 
ce the people in their» ſeveral Con +4 


cc read #9 , adminiſ}, TE true 
1 


it nances of Jeſus _—_ whereof — 


ce im 


* 152 Independency further proved, 


© tin id ang, was, and is, the tr Pa 
te Ehurch-ſtate of England, frawſcun 
tc which I am not ſeparated. Whoſſtha 
would not think, the reverend Do- Nef. 
ctor were a Convert, from the wayſkors 
of Independentiſm, ackno v ledging all to 
this, and denying ſeparation > WillÞ* m 
all /ndepengents yield thus much) 
Can many of them ſay, They are not .d. 
ſeparated > What reſerve the revetend F* © 
Doctor hach, that he is not yet en- Þwvt 
tred a member into one of their Chut. 
ches, or that he hath not tocally te- 
nounced his Ordination, ( and that Fon 
but for ſome diſorder onely, or ſome | pr 
addition of human prudence , in his Pitt 
entrance into the Miniſtry) or lattly, Ie 
that he ſees ſome weabneſſe, if not It. 
falſneſje, in his principles; I hat ſuc- 
** ceſſrve Ordination from Rome, 4 
* aChurch,gs Antichriſtian , as from 
he Beaſt, I cannot tell, nor wiſer 
men then I; but ſure we are , that 
moſt Independents ate of another 
mind, and will not thank bim for 
theſe conceſſions', being not able to 
Jultifie their ſeparation from out 
Churches, if all the reverend Doctor 
hath ſaid, be true. Pag. 
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Pag. 147. Yet he ſaies, It us mw- 
Fat eunobent on this Author, to prove, 
Who: hat we have been members of ſome 
Do- of thoſe particular Churches, in due 
way erder, according to the mind of Chriſt, 
g all 7 all intents and purpoſes of Church- 
Vlg; memberſhip ; and that we have in our 
chill perſons, ra ſed * e 
not N differences, in thoſe particular Chur- 
nd F*ches , and ſo ſeparated from them, 
en (with the condemnation of them. I pro- 
u. miſe you, this will be an bard labour, 
& hay ing ſo many things to prove at 
at ſonce, of the ſame men; when if I 
ie prove not ſome one particular, he will 
is till dewy the whole, But ſince the re- 
7, verend Doctor puts himſelf. amongſt 
t them,; I doubt not, but to make all 
good upon his part yñ (they made the 
s [diviſion into parties) if not upon 
I bimſelf. Firſt, upon his ac knowiedg 
ment afore; that our 7 Con. 
gregat ions, were, and are. true Chur- 
ches, it is evident, that they have been 
members (yea, ſome of them Mini- 
ſters) of out particular Churches, or 
of none. 2. For the duc order of being 
made ſo, I hope, ſome little diſorder 
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in the in ſtitntions of Chrilt , does no Pat 
make a nulluy in them, though Mor, 
explains not what he means by 
order. 3. According to the mind 
Chriff, As for ſubſtantialls, we diſſet 
affirm it, if not in circumſtantialiſay 
wherein ſcarce any Church on ean\ ſo; 
will be found fauſtleſſe. 4. To Ale 
ce intents and purpoſes of Church mn 
<« berſhip. Surely our Chriſtian N ar 
and covenant in Baptiſm, bound ufer. 
to all the datiet of Church - member. 
ſhip; though we may fail , as to pet 
formance of them. 5. Thar, in thiirfol 
<< individaall perſons, they have mam va 
< of them; actually; or really, by ſip Il 
Fe ration, raiſed differences is or. 
Churches, whereof they were men- Ne 
* bers; is roo evident ro be denyed, qe: 
hy con ſtemious men. 6. That theyſpc 
(many ot them, whatever the reve-W 
rend Doſtor hath done) have ſcpara- 
ted from us, renounced communi 
with us; is as clearly evident. 
7. V Am th with condemnation ef In 
* ou Churches, as Amichriſtiany &. Is 
is allo too noorions to be denyed jr 
And then the conc luſion followes. | 
ar, 


*& 


CS Ne Pay: 176. I faid, the reverend Do- 
1 Hor, by his indulgence of liberty to all 
n, rofollow their own ihr, in 
nitting to any way of Keligiow , 
ned to me to be a Sceptic, in his 
ay of Independency. He asks; © wy 
jo? this will gratifie all Seits, Qua- 
ters and all, with a toleration: How, 
mn pray? Ii is ſchiſm, not toler ation, we 
my are treat in g about. Where the re- 
d uger end Doctor confounds what I diſ- 
derayned : He firſt ſeems to be Scey- 
pe (which I prove by chat which 
heinfollowes, Does he believe his own 
ty co be the onely true way of 
writ, and yer toletate other wales?) 
he ſeems to gratifie all Sets, Qua- 
ers, Ce. with a toleration y and 
d. eaves them to judge , what is, or is 
ey pot, according to the ud of Chriſt, 
ec. To 1 ſaies, Wer: 2 
u appointed to judge finally for 
them? why then could be; be denyed 
Ly cheir liberty? May he not ſay as 
much for Popery, Anabaptiſm, ot any 
Jet, andſo grant anwniverſall tole- 
rarion, (which he ſeems to do, in his 
Epiſtle co his Sermon , before the laſt 
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Seſſion of Parliament; Who is 
pointed to judge finally for th 
why then ſhould they be den“ 
their liberty?) He muſt remen 

we ate not ſpeaking of circun 
allsy about the worſhip of G 
wherein ſeverall Chucches may dit 
without ſehiſin; but of the fe 
tialls of Doctrine, Ne and L 
cipline, preſcribed by Chriſtine +; 
Goſpell, which are of neceſſary 0b{ 
vation, for all Chriftians. Ang thy 
Chrilt hach limited all to one Tri f 
one way of Worſhip , one D.[ciplineſ 
(as we boch — he hath) ce 5 
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tainly every man is bound to get inf 
to that vy of Chriſt, and not leftt 5 


his omm light, to judge finally fi 
himſelf, — to che or refuſe a 1 4 
| - | 
of Chriſt, by his own: liberty; an 
may be compelled to rhe \ external 
profeſſion of Chriſte way, in all rhol 
+ 1:49 ah ere utterly deſtroſeſ 
toſera ion. What anſwers he to ml 
queſtion? Thus: “ How if I ſw 
ſay, that aur way, and their way, fi 
Jib⸗ [mbſtance of them, is one way? 
But ſo he might have ſaid of ur 
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is Nay, and the Eprſcopall way, for the 
bjtartsails of Religion; they were 
we way z and yet I tuppoſe, he will 
grant the members of his Church, 
ry, to judge of, and ro chuſe the 
ea way; or if our way and 8 
Y oeies be neerer one another, he will is 
Mardly grant them liberty, to come in- {1 
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Do way, becauſe he judges their "® 
in ways to be according to the mind of They ( of 
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bis, he ſaies, he is ready perſonally to They could 
n to me. But why dot h he not not grant 


„publickly 4;/cover and mamtain this, any form 
te all the Churches of rhe Nat ion, of overn· 
defore he ſet upon the practiſe of it 2 but 3 
ft and puts us oft with delayes and de bes * 1 
Lees in hand; which when we (hall one wy 
* ſee, we know not. That he hath run laid down 
ar from ſeverall waies , is not to be 2 
pain-ſaid , from Epiſcopallto Preſby- ,, 2 2 
ferian, from that, to Independentiſim, chngeable, 
c. is no calumuy, though it may be Anſw. to 
eo his reproach, which I cannot help. 32. Met. 
Ik his way be the onely way of Cht iſt, 
Lashed, if every man be not bound 
| to me unto it, and not upon any 
ce aceired new light to relinquiſh it? 4 
Heanſwers; << Truly I thick M. C. OY 
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that it 2 
2 that bis not- ſat 


eiu malen hum 4 eek 
af . — convinced, that it w 
of Chriſt , I would Thi 

2 wt ee in not ſubmi 
ting to it; as Ido him, f6r renounci 
the Preſbyterian Nays which once! 
was 4 of to be the way 
vever.; it concerns bin 

he alteration of his jud 


practiſe 5 £0 demonltrat 
* his is the way of Chriſt, ant 


not ours, r elſe we ſhall judge hi | 


- int ine. Thi 
ren es ain ang again, pag. 16} 
and 181, in his concluſion of all: ] 


expect ation and earneſt defire wher 
of, Treſt. 


